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SUU.TFCT: Moetin;’. wltli Lawyers .Ru;;aril inj; i!l;I NT./HAIIS Case 



1 , On 11 Mijy 196! ' { __ ntTigc 

^of Ccticrai Counsel 'imJ I iflot wltli attorneys fC lj|a/ul 

)Jin tliclr offices to .liscuss tl«e li[:i.'<0/RAU> 

^ a s e , 



2, L. ^Hturned over a copy of the report of the 

jocent invest iyat ilSn comluctci! by tlneir private investisator 
C TAMVARK in Lake Cenova, Vi'isconsin, and 

"of one or two oilier indi\'_l duals who were interviewed duiiii;:, 
the same trip.^f" j j had already meiitiohed to me that 

one curious item had resulted from this investigation: 
they iiad obtained inf or^iia t j or. to the effect that iiniNC had 
studied engineering at so:ae period of time in Cer.-Hany, 
possibly nt the sane time when TAMMARK was takin;; his 
engineering training at Cicscji ( 1954-57). In c’necking t'lis 
out with i3e on the toiephoncfC ^Jhad asked whetiier ; 

there was anything in our liEINr. file which ir.ight confinr, 
this report. I told him that to the best of my knowledge 
there was not, and that t!»c only pcaod of tiao when he 
might have studied enginecrih}’. in Germany voulu have been 
after his return in late 195f> nuid prior to liis departure 
for Canada in April (?) 1957. ({' ^stated that lie 

was writing to the university aciitionecl~In order to try 
to vertlfy both TAMMARK's and HlH.'-in’s study. 



3. Vvith respect to checking the four i nd i vidua 1 s. in 
(jermany who had served with HlilNfi in Soviet prison camps 
ami returned with hir« to h'est CerKany (three of these four 
returned witli hir.i) I advised the lawyers that we could 
easily have these people interviewed either by Agency 
officers or possibly by the bCV, I stated that we were 
awaiting a reply froin Germany on a ;'.revious inquiry 



conceriuny the veracity of IILINC's on t ire _ n i s t or y of 
return in 1956 inf hii Tiil^t — w ffoc eee ing i n l ate 
and his 5u!;seijuen t proccssir.;'. 

As soon as this rcjily i 
Gcrriany 'mnd have these 
a gain 



his 



in late I P 5 6 and c a r 1 >- 
received I would go back to 
coplc interviewed.; 



I9s: 



referred tc- tlic i'C'SS iii i J i t y that 



a 



•/ 

frlcnj of theifi; 
in ''iernsany and wjjo 5 :a.s 
;c ;;c op 1 L* and • ' \ 



an A'nerican nus inc.ssr-ian idio 
sufficient free time, conid 



res lues 
sec t e 
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necossnry nrrnnr.c for thcii to I’C dcjosoo. ( ) u.i:? 

soiiiewh.it conccrjicd that If kc had Ibc intcVvicws conducted 
by '•n inlc n.ij;cncc officers askinj; in beliajf of CIA or HPV, 
with later follow«uji by n j'rivale lawyer if and wlien the 
iiuilvlduals had . sonetlviiin useful to ofior, the fact that 
the interviews had previously been conductod by security 
i.’fficcrs could conceivably prejudice tlie use of tho 
testiwony iii tlie trial, bo went around on this for a little 
^hile with, C /I less concerned on this point than 

C )7 I or-phasizcti vtmt wc would abide by their 

desire* <rh this irnttor since the iurpeso of the exorcise 
was to obtain inaterial v.'hlch would possibly be useful in 
tli8 Jefeiisc, Tfto subject was finally left as follows: wc 

would have the interviews conducteci by our poojilc or the 
BF\' in Gcrraany, beiny careful not to i:;ake any reference to 
the trial now in process and under the v^uise of a rciutine 
inquiry into ! if TNI-;. 

4. 1 turned over to tiie. attorneys _thc Icn’^thy report _ 

on the HEINl; case recently completed b> C ) 

I gave thcK a brief and sterile analyslS^f Iiis background ^ 
so that they inigltt better appreciate the cnntt'nt of the 
report and licv.- the conclusions w'erc arrived- .it, I ciaphu si zed 
also that the report should not be shown to RAUS since it 
included comments on debriefings of ilr.IMf; to which RAUS 

has not been given access. There was conipletc understanding 
on this point, 

5. Once arain thu question was raised of our providing 

the name of somebody who might be called ;is an expert 
witness by the dofonso. (Comment: This idea was originated 

_with iae,.in one of our earlier meetings at which tine 
C ^jBceoed to be doubtful as to whether such an expert 

'' witness would ever be permitted to testify over prosecution 
objections. In the several, months that have passed the idea 
Jias apparently apj'caled particu lar ly^ while 

\is still uncertain whether^ we could use the 
‘-^rvices^ of such an expert. At the sasic time wc have failed 
to come up with anyone with the desirable qualifications, 
l.e., non CIA af f iUation_aiuI availability for surfacing 
in the courtroom, I toldj { were still working 

on this matter and had one' individual in mind who m.iy be 
nuali/icd (iV^ACAj .xitd that_we would advise tlici'. about it. 
Botli.'C andj C ) : o.’ai'icn t ed joking])’ ct\ putting 

A 1 lc/r~nu ries "on the stand, "oven thoui’.h he might not be 
.pa r ti cii Iq r 1 y cxiiert on tint particular area of time .nuJ place. 
I / )T^)ointod out that, ho ^.' 0 'Jld ho asked 'r.crcly to givo. 

HtTs ^iTXn7 n s on boviet csp.i cuiapc This ’'attcr ’.vas not 

pursued furtf\er. 
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6, f ) then .•ulvised tl’.t attorneys of the 

results “Tif our discussi within t)po Apehey and the 
decision to (;o ahead with the defense, lie also discussed 
with them the status of our talks with Department Q.f 

^Tustico in thjs caso. These points covered in O 

^ i.-icrtoranduia for tito record dated 3 .June fDhS 

‘‘^GC-6S-202ir. 

7, With, rc.sjicct to the p.iymcnt of ley.al Coc.s incurred 
to date, we at first spoke about withholding, suhnission of 
bills until t.hc case is completed, but later a<;rced tl\ut 
th«^y Blight subaiit an interim bill for services to date 
alonf. with the current bill for the private invest itjator , 



^Chiof, SR/O/AC 
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